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Testimony to Planning Commission 
Timothy Wojan  
to: 
rockvillepikeplan 
03/24/2011 08:23 PM 
Show Details 
 
 
 
History: This message has been replied to. 

 

I am writing mainly in response to the report in the 3/23/11 Gazette that highlighted the concerns of one 
resident that altering the current Pike plan will adversely affect business.  The arguments are perfectly 
consistent with "Envisioning a Low Value Added Place" but as a resident of Rockville the current 
business on the Pike is not something to endear one to this city.  In fact, before moving here my only 
impression of Rockville was of the Pike and I was fairly certain I didn't want to live near a place like 
that.  The neighborhoods changed my mind, so I clearly see myself as a Rockville resident despite the 
Pike.   
  
Changing that one negative to a positive could greatly improve the quality of life in the city.  As an 
example, my family began taking weekend rides on the Millenium Trail.  We used to do the whole loop 
but now just cycle the western half.  Crossing the Pike is the most dangerous part of the ride so we just 
decided to turn around there.  Were the Pike bikeable from the trail we would most defintely bike down 
the Pike to dine, shop and interact in a newly livable corridor.   
  
As a year round bike commuter I am probably not representative of most Rockville residents, but that 
may be changing rapidly.  Of the new hires at my workplace in DC, more than half commute by bike at 
least some of the time.  Most live in DC or Arlington and are taking advantage of the bike amenities 
being developed there.  The real danger for Rockville is to miss out on this high income creative class 
that is attracted by the possibility of an active lifestyle and opportunities for street level interaction.  I, 
like my younger colleagues, will go to Amazon.com if we are looking for a deal like those currently 
offered on the Pike.  In fact, the only shopping I have done on the Pike in the past six months has been at 
Trader Joe's and REI--two types of establishments that could easily survive in a less car centric corridor.  
Going forward, the current big box model on the Pike will become less and less viable.    
  
Tim Wojan 
520 Lynch Street 
Rockville, MD 20850 
301-424-6538 
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RBAC support for Rockville Pike Plan 
Breen, Nancy (NIH/NCI) [E]  
to: 
'Rockvillepikeplan@rockvillemd.gov' 
03/26/2011 12:56 PM 
Cc: 
"rockville-bicycle-advisory-committee@googlegroups.com", Rockville RBAC 
Show Details 
 

Rockville Bicycle Advisory Committee 
  
March 25, 2011 
  
  
David B. Levy, Chief 
Long Range Planning and Redevelopment 
Rockville, Maryland 
  
Re: RBAC Support for Rockville Pike Multi-modal Boulevard Project 
  
Dear Mr. Levy: 
  
I am writing on behalf of the Rockville Bike Advisory Committee (RBAC) to express strong support for 
the Rockville Pike Multi-Modal Boulevard Reconstruction Project. The Rockville Pike Corridor is the 
major transportation artery and retail destination for Montgomery County.  The Pike is the face of 
Rockville and RBAC strongly supports transforming Rockville Pike into an environmentally-friendly 
corridor with designated, well-maintained space and parking for all modes of transportation. 
  
In 2007, Rockville began an extensive public involvement program to re-design a 5-mile portion of the 
Rockville Pike corridor.  This process has now established a vision for the future of Rockville Pike and 
recommends policies and implementation steps to turn that vision into reality. Implementing this 
program would lead to a fundamental shift in Rockville because it would balance travel modes 
(automobile, transit, bicycling, and walking) along the Rockville Pike and create an attractive and viable 
place to support this balance.   
  
This project is vital to Rockville and our entire region because it will: 

Improve the efficiency and safety of the Pike by separating slow-moving local circulation  
from high-speed motor vehicular traffic  
Add a continuous lane exclusively for busses and bicycles that will increase bicycle safety and 
encourage bicycle use  
Enhance the physical environment by providing public amenities such as wide sidewalks, open 
space, and landscaping that will encourage distinctive and pedestrian-friendly redevelopment  
Implement Smart Growth principles by encouraging mixed-use development and higher  
density close to transit 
Reduce pollution from transportation  
Reduce accident rates and congestion  
Promote private investment and economic development along the route  
Promote public health and physical activity by encouraging walking and cycling in what is 
presently an almost exclusively auto-centric transportation environment  

RBAC strongly supports these outcomes.  
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RBAC also would like to comment on specific aspects of the project   

Pertaining to the lane devoted exclusively to busses and bicycles:  While we support this aspect 
of the project, we know from the experiences of other cities that, for the lane to be used as 
intended, it will be critical for the  

Lane to have prominent pavement marking and signage indicating the dual purpose of the 
lane   
Rockville Police Department to strictly enforce this policy.  Unless strictly enforced, taxis 
and other motorized vehicles tend to double park in bus/bike lanes.  Therefore, support of 
the  Rockville Bike Advisory Committee is contingent on strong enforcement of the 
limited access policy.   
If the above conditions can’t be met/guaranteed, RBAC would prefer a separate marked 
bike lane.  Many cities are moving toward dedicated “cycle tracks”  which protect 
cyclists from other traffic and this is another option to consider  

Of the two Alternatives presented for Rockville Pike intersections, RBAC supports Alternative 
2.  Alternative 1 presents problems for bicyclists, pedestrians and drivers of motorized vehicles.  
Alternative 2 seems to us to be the far safer alternative.  Drivers can only turn right from one 
lane --not three.  This alternative would create a much safer intersection for pedestrians and 
bicyclists.  The service road would end but cyclists could continue straight through to the cross 
street in clear view of oncoming vehicles.   The Maryland law allowing cycling through cross 
walks further enhances the safety of Alternative 2  
Other important features that need to be addressed  

More frequent connectivity between Rockville Pike and parts of Rockville that are east of the 
Pike is needed.  As the plan points out there are few options for crossing metro and more are 
needed.  A possible design for cyclists and pedestrians is the bridge crossing metro off 355 
near Manakee.    
Linkages for cyclists and pedestrians north and south of the Rockville development   
Conveniently located, sheltered bicycle parking to further encourage cycling  
High-level maintenance of sidewalks and bus/bicycle lanes  

  
The Rockville Bike Advisory Committee strongly supports redevelopment of Rockville Pike into a 
Multi-modal Boulevard.   The committee believes it will transform Rockville Pike into an 
environmentally-friendly corridor bustling with economic activity that is appropriate for all modes of 
transportation and that will reduce environmental pollution, improve public health and promote 
community life in Rockville.   
  
We commend city staff and elected officials for both the process and the design of this project.  Please 
do not hesitate to contact me with questions, concerns or ways in which the RBAC can be of assistance. 
  
Sincerely, 
  
Nancy Breen 
Nancy Breen, Chair 
Rockville Bike Advisory Committee  
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Montgomery Bicycle Advocates 
 Montgomery County, Maryland 

 

 

 
 

March 25, 2011 
 
 

David B. Levy, Chief 
Long Range Planning and Redevelopment 
Rockville, Maryland 
  
  
Dear Mr. Levy: 
 
Please accept these comments from MoBike (Montgomery Bicycle Advocates)    
regarding the Plan for the Rockville Pike.  MoBike is an organization dedicated to 
supporting bicycling in Montgomery County.  We wholeheartedly support Rockville's 
vision for remaking Rockville Pike, and we commend your efforts to accommodate 
bicyclists to a degree the Pike has never seen.   
 
The Multi-Way Lane Configuration 
Instead of alternatives 1 or 2 in the plan, we recommend a multi-way model similar to K 
Street NW in D.C.  On that road, drivers in the service lanes may turn right or go straight, 
with no stop sign (just the signal).  Drivers in the main lanes may not turn right.  The 
biggest advantage for cyclists is that riders going straight don't have to contend with 
drivers on their left who are turning right, the cause of many accidents (including a fatal 
one in D.C. two years ago).  This is especially important for less experienced riders.  The 
other bike-related benefit is that cyclists can proceed straight through intersections (when 
the light is green) without having to stop, wait or become a temporary pedestrian.  For 
pedestrians, a strong advantage is that only one lane of cars can make right turns from 
Rockville Pike across their path.  Please see figures 1 and 2 below depicting K Street.   
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Figure 1.  K St. NW approaching 17th St. NW.  See the sign stating how right turns are made. 

 

 
Figure 2.  K St. NW at 20th St. NW.  Note the oncoming taxi going straight while in the service lane. 

 
The Shared Bus-Bike Lane 
We are not opposed to the plan's recommendation for a shared bus-bike lane, although we 
normally prefer dedicated bike lanes that are not shared with buses, as buses may 
intimidate some riders.  Concerns over interference between the bike lane and 
loading/unloading buses are misplaced.  Dedicated bike lanes on streets with bus stops 
are extremely common in Washington D.C. and other jurisdictions.  A key question is 
how will the left-hand service lane and the bus-bike lane will interact.  Presumably, car 
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drivers will have to shift into the bus-bike lane to make right turns.  What are bicyclists to 
do in these situations?  Will they be "right-hooked" (cut off by drivers turning right in 
front of them)?  The plan does not provide enough detail in this regard.  Bicyclists should 
be consulted on these issues as the design gets further hammered out. 
 
Alternative 1 vs. Alternative 2 
Of the two alternatives presented for Rockville Pike intersections, Alternative 1 creates 
severe operational problems for bicyclists and creates difficulties for pedestrians and 
drivers as well.  We recommend strongly against it. 
 
Alternative 1 suffers from the fact that the sidewalks along Rockville Pike don't line up 
with the crosswalks, which forces bicyclists and pedestrians to cross the service lanes 
unnecessarily.  Pedestrians trying to cross the side street must first cross over the service 
lanes, then cross the side street, then cross back over the service lanes.  In reality, many 
pedestrians (and bicyclists) will just cut straight across via the shortest route, ignoring the 
crosswalks.  For bicyclists the problem is worse.  Included below is Figure 5.23 from the 
plan.  It shows two happy-go-lucky bicyclists who have yet to realize they're in no-man's 
land and will have to make their way across the service lane to their left in order to 
continue straight.  The plan appears to call for riders to stop at the stop sign (not shown) 
and then, from their position in the middle of the right lane, become pedestrians and turn 
to their left, enter the perpendicular crosswalk in the middle, and proceed to the end of 
that crosswalk to reach the crosswalk that goes across the side street.  After they cross the 
side street, they must repeat the process in reverse to get to the bus-bike lane where they 
may rejoin the traffic flow.  All of this must be done while drivers are turning right from 
two or three different lanes to the cyclists' left.  At least the cyclists in the picture aren't 
contending with a driver on their left (yet). 
 
To improve Alternative 1 somewhat, you could extend the bus-bike lane all the way 
across the intersection for cyclists only (all other vehicles would have to turn right) and 
relocate the crosswalk that's parallel to Rockville Pike over to the right side of the service 
lanes (so they line up with the sidewalks).  But this would put the bike crossing so far 
from the main lanes that cyclists might not look for drivers turning right from the main 
lanes (who would have the right of way), and it doesn't solve the problem of so many 
lanes turning right.  
 
Alternative 1 also features a tricky mid-block weave situation between the main lanes and 
service lanes.   No doubt drivers will find the maneuver awkward, which puts bicyclists 
around them at risk.  Cyclists trying to merge into the mainline (to turn left for example) 
would themselves have to enter the weave.   
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Figure 3.  This is figure 5.23 from the plan, showing bicyclists approaching an intersection in 
Alternative 1.  They must use the crosswalk they are about to enter. 

 
Alternative 2 is workable, though inferior to the K Street model.   There is no weave.  
Drivers can only turn right from one lane, not three, making the intersection safer for 
pedestrians and bicyclists.  The service road ends but cyclists could continue straight 
through to the cross street on what is essentially a "cycle track" (a one way path separated 
from the roadway by a barrier or curb).  The sidewalk (and cycle track) would line up 
with the crosswalk crossing the side street.  Cyclists and pedestrians would not have to 
cross the service road just to cross the side street, and cyclists would not have to become 
pedestrians while in the middle of the road.  Cycle track design guidelines already exist 
and could be applied at the intersection, with requisite signage, pavement markings, etc.  
Note that actual cycle tracks are used in one of the two options called for by the White 
Flint Sector Plan.  The downside of this alternative, when compared against the K Street 
model, is that riders would still come into conflict with right-turning drivers, and would 
also have to stop more frequently at intersections. 
 
Note that new state law allows cyclists to ride across the street in a crosswalk, provided 
sidewalk use is permitted.    
  
Local Street Design 
Streets designated as collector streets and "A" and "B" streets must provide adequate bike 
accommodations.  We are pleased that the plan calls for bike lanes on many streets.  It's 
important that collector streets and busy "A" streets have adequate space in the form of 
bike lanes or widened outside lanes.  (The collector street prototype shown in Figure 5.18 
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of the plan that unfortunately shows no bike lanes).  On any "B" streets that will carry 
significant traffic, bike accommodations need to be carefully considered.  The idea is to 
avoid forcing cyclists to ride single file with fast drivers who have no opportunity to pass.  
That said, narrow streets like Maryland Ave. in downtown Rockville function very well 
for cyclists without any special width.  In any case, bike lanes should always be wide 
enough so that the combined width of the parking lane and bike lane is 14', so cyclists 
don't get hit by opening car doors. 
 
Connection to Lewis Avenue and Twinbrook Area 
It is essential to create a bike/pedestrian connection between Rockville Pike and Lewis 
Avenue.  We strongly support building a bike/pedestrian bridge over the railroad tracks, 
about halfway between Twinbrook Parkway and Edmonston Drive.  Otherwise residents 
of the large Twinbrook neighborhood, right on the Pike's doorstep, will simply drive to 
the Pike.  Aesthetic improvements to Lewis will do nothing for connectivity.  Remember 
Development Principle #8: "Rockville's Pike will be well connected with surrounding 
areas, providing choices for cars and pedestrians to access and move between properties 
along the Pike".  A better connection is also needed close to Twinbrook Parkway.  
Bicyclists should not have to walk their bikes through the Metro station or over the 
Twinbrook bridge to get to Parklawn Drive, Rock Creek Park, etc.   The plan must not 
preclude improving this connection.    
 
Sincerely 
 

 
 
Jack Cochrane 
Chair, Montgomery Bicycle Advocates (MoBike) 
7121 Thomas Branch Drive 
Bethesda,  Md.   20817 
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Fw: Rockville Pike Draft Plan
Jim Wasilak to: David Levy, Mayra Bayonet, Cynthia Kebba 04/04/2011 01:29 PM

FYI
____________________________________________________

R. James Wasilak, AICP
Chief of Planning
Department of Community Planning and Development Services
City of Rockville, Maryland
240-314-8211 (direct)
240-314-8210 (fax)
240-314-8200 (CPDS main)
www.rockvillemd.gov

----- Forwarded by Jim Wasilak/RKV on 04/04/2011 01:33 PM -----

From: kraskin3@comcast.net
To: planning.commission@rockvillemd.gov
Cc: mayorcouncil@rockvillemd.gov
Date: 04/04/2011 12:45 PM
Subject: Rockville Pike Draft Plan

Dear Planning Commission,

I'd like to write a few of my thoughts about the Draft Plan:

1. I, as well as many other women, do not like parking in  indoor parking garages, 
whether they are underground or above ground.  The main reason is that I do not feel 
safe in them, regardless of the time of day. Additionally, if I am just going in quickly to a 
store or restaurant, I do not want to have to pay for parking.  For example, if I want to 
get a takeout sandwich at Cosi in Rockville Town Square, I do not want to pay $1.00 
additional for a $7.00 sandwich. As a result, I do not go to Cosi when I want to get a 
sandwich for lunch.   

2.  There is already far too much traffic on Rockville Pike, especially on the weekends. 
The proposed ten lanes of traffic and increased density of development will make an 
already serious  problem even worse.
     
3. I frequently shop on Rockville Pike, whereas I never shop at Rockville Town Square. 
On the Pike, I like the convenience of the on-street parking, as well as the variety and 
affordability of the restaurants and shops. It is a bustling, thriving area economically. On 
the weekends, there are long lines to get into restaurants.  With increasing density, I 
can't imagine wanting to deal with the ensuing crowds of additional shops and 
restaurants.     

4. I have two children and am thus concerned about overcrowding of our public schools.  
Rockville counts on its AFPO to protect against road and school overcrowding. My 
understanding is that in order to build this Draft Plan, the APFO would have to be 
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significantly weakened. That is a dangerous route to go down. 

5. I have not met a citizen who has liked this plan. So I will add my name to those who 
think it should be stopped. 

Sincerely yours,

Karen Raskin 
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